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tM8M<<tMC6 (1) in her fatal illness. The quack stood by her
bedside, and pronounced her disease to be apoplexy! For this
malady, of course, homoeopathy had no remedy, no treatment.
Such events bring this absurd form of quackery to the true

and severe test. All must see the perfect impotency of an
infinitesimal dose against a ruptured bloodvessel within the
cerebrum! What can a globule do with a clot of blood among
the fibres of the brain ? Occurrences of this kind ought to
prove a lesson and a warning to our nobility. Such cases as

those of Sir FRANCIS BURDETT; Lady DENBIGH, who died of
uterine haemorrhage, homaeopathically; and the present case
of Lady BLESSINGTON, speak louder against the fashionable
quackeries than any homily of orthodox medicine.

DR. CHAMBERS AND DR. SEYMOUR.

[STATEMENT OF DR. CHAMBERS.
SOME erroneous reports having prevailed respecting an un-

fortunate transaction in which I am much concerned, I am
induced to put forth the following statement, for the accuracy
of which I pledge myself. I do this in justice to myself and
those friends whom I confidentially consulted on this painful
subject.
May 22, 1849. &Nacute;&Nacute;&Nacute;&Nacute;&Nacute; W. F. CHAMBERS.

In the latter part of the year 1847, and in the beginning of
the year 1848, a series of anonymous letters, in the same
feigned handwriting, were addressed to Dr. Chambers and his
daughter, Miss Chambers. Those addressed to the latter were
in the form of love-letters, with some scraps of verses ; mere
nonsense, evidently intended to annoy Dr. Chambers, but of
little consequence. Others, addressed to Dr. Chambers, were
of a different character. In one of the letters, mixed up
with much general abuse and reflections on his personal qua-
lities, there was a statement that it was a general opinion
that he ought to retire from practice; and an allusion was
made to a supposed wish on the part of Dr. Chambers to be
again married, and the name of a particular lady was men-
tioned in connexion with this subject. It was also stated that he
had neglected his wife, the late Mrs. Chambers, and that she
had been led, in consequence, to carry on a flirtation, to a
great extent, with a medical practitioner at Broadstairs, who
afterwards died, for which reason Mrs. Chambers would never
repeat her visit to that place. It was well known that Dr.
Seymour had been in the habit of using expressions regarding
Dr. Chambers which were anything but respectful, and it so
happened that, not long before the anonymous letters were
received, a patient of Dr. Seymour, who was a friend of Dr.
Chambers’s family, received from the former some letters,
which, as coming from a gentleman belonging to an honour-
able profession, were of an extraordinary character. Those
letters, which were supposed to relate to professional matters,
were, in a great measure, occupied by various disparaging ob-servations, applied to Dr. Chambers, 3 his is private anairs, and
personal qualities. . In one letter it was stated that it was re-

ported that he was about to be married, and it was observed
how absurd it was that a person like him should think of
being married. In another letter this story was repeated.
It was added, that the lady’s name was ; this, how-
ver, being a different name from that mentioned by the ano-
nymous writer.
These letters, which were in Dr. Seymour’s handwriting,

and signed by him (and which are still in existence, and
would be produced if necessary), first led Dr. Chambers to
suspect that Dr. Seymour was connected directly or indirectly
with the anonymous letters.
With a view to obtain a further insight into the matter, Dr.

Chambers had some of the anonymous letters, with some other
letters in Dr. Seymour’s handwriting, laid before some gentle-
men whose official situation leads them to be conversant with
the inspection of disguised writing. The manuscripts were
sent to them without any information as to the names of the
parties concerned, and were returned by them with a state-
ment that, in their opinion, the two sets of letters were
written by the same person; to which was added an explana-
tion of the points of resemblance on which that opinion was
founded.

It was also ascertained that about the time when the ano-
nymous letters were received, the scandalous tale respecting
the late Mrs. Chambers, contained in one of them, had been

told by Dr. Seymour to a gentleman, who is ready, if required,
to come forward and state the fact. None of Dr. Chambers’s.
friends had ever heard of the scandal in question, and some-
of them who were at Broadstairs when Mrs. Chambers was.
there, in the year 1824, know that there was not the smallest
foundation for it.
Having been made acquainted with these circumstances,

Sir Benjamin Brodie and Dr. Nairne gave it as their opinion
that the whole matter ought to be stated to Dr. Seymour, in.
order that he might have the opportunity afforded him of ex-
plaining those parts of his conduct on which Dr. Chambers’s
suspicion rested; and they said that they would undertake
the disagreeable office of making this communication to him.
Before, however, they had had the opportunity of acting on
their intentions, a communication was made to Sir B. Brodie
by Dr. Chambers, (then absent from town,) to this effect: that-
he begged that nothing should be said to Dr. Seymour, as it
was his desire that the whole thing should be forgotten. At.
the same time a letter was received from Dr. Locock, (to whom,
as an intimate friend of Dr. Seymour, the subject had been
previously explained by Sir Benjamin Brodie,) in which he
urged that nothing should be said to Dr. Seymour without
flll’Hw1’ consideration-

Acting in accordance with the wish expressed by Dr. Cham-
bers, and the request of Dr. Locock, Sir B. Brodie and Dr-
Nairne determined not to communicate the subject to Dr. Sey-
mour, and they therefore carefully abstained from further
divulging it.

Circumstances, however, occurred in March last, which led:
them, in justice to Dr. Seymour, to alter their determination
in regard to him. Dr. Seymour, in conversation with Dr.
Nairne on the 27th of that month, complained that Dr. Cham-
bers had shown an alteration of conduct towards him, and
alluded to Dr. Chambers having received anonymous letters._
In consequence of this, Sir B. Brodie and Dr. Nairne, acting-
entirely on their own responsibility, and without Dr. Cham-
bera’s knowledge, on the 30th of March called on Dr. Seymour,
and stated to him that the cause of Dr. Chambers’s behaviour
to him on the occasion referred to, was his suspicion that Dr.
Seymour was the author of the anonymous letters. They
offered to procure for him any information that lie might wish
to have, and at the same time proposed to lay the whole cir-
cumstances before any two friends whom he might select-
Dr. Seymour, in the first instance, named Dr. Locock and
Mr. Caesar Hawkins as the two friends whom lie would ask ta
act on his behalf, but on the following day wrote to Sir B..
Brodie, and stated that he had consulted Mr. Serjeant Wrang-
ham.
On the 3rd of April, Dr. Seymour and Mr. Serjeant Vrang-

ham met Sir B. Brodie and Dr. Nairne, who had in the mean-
time communicated with Dr. Chambers on the subject. At
this meeting, Sir B. Brodie and Dr. Nairne offered to explain.
the corroborative circumstances which had given rise to Dr.
Chambers’s suspicion; but Mr. Serjeant Wrangham and Dr.
Seymour declined to receive the information. Dr. Seymour
having declared, upon his word and honour as a gentleman,
that he knew nothing of the anonymous letters, Sir B. Brodie
and Dr. Nairne expressed themselves satisfied with that de-
claration, and added that they would answer for Dr. Chambers
being satisfied with it also.
From a correspondence which took place afterwards, it ap-

peared that Dr. Seymour and his friends were dissatisfied that
there had been no expression of regret on the part of Dr.
Chambers, on account of the suspicion which he had enter-
tained. But it was stated, in answer to this, that although.
this was no more than was due from one gentleman to another
under ordinary circumstances, in this case there were special
circumstances which made it an exception to the general rule,
and showed that whatever blame there was belonged to Dr.
Seymour himself, and not to Dr. Chambers, and an offer was
again made to explain these circumstances to Dr. Seymour’s
friends. This offer having been again declined, a proposal was
made by Dr. Chambers, to refer the matter to some gentlemen
selected by Dr. Seymour and himself, to whom a full explana-
tion should be made of all that had occurred, Dr. Chambers
offering to abide by their decision. This proposal also was
not acceded to by Dr. Seymour.

[STATEMENT OF DR. SEYMOUR.]
As Dr. Chambers has circulated a written or lithographed

, paper on the subject of certain anonymous letters which ap-
pear to have been addressed to him and to Miss Chambers
about a twelvemonth since, in which paper he has taken a

’ most unwarrantable liberty with my name and character, no
. excuse will be necessary on my part for the following obser-
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vations, which self-defence would fully justify, even if every
gentleman had not a common interest in the refutation of a
most base calumny, and in exposing the iniquitous means by
which, in this instance, it has been conceived and pr,opagated.
I feel, therefore, that I am doing no ill service to society in
laying open for its inspection the mode in which a charge of
a most heinous character-and which, if for a moment credited,
must have banished me, in shame and ignominy, from all in-
tercourse with men of worth and honour-was for many months
whispered about behind my back, and with the most sedulous
precautions to keep me in profound ignorance of its existence,
and consequent inability to confront my slanderer; and is now,
when accident and my own exertions have rendered its clan-
destine circulation no longer possible, attempted, upon the
most frivolous grounds, to be (practically speaking) sustained
by Dr. Chambers as true, although both he and his chosen coun-
sellors, Sir Benjamin Brodie and Dr. Nairne, have, all of them,
long since admitted their conviction of its falsehood.

Without further preface, then, I submit the following obser-
vations upon Dr. Chambers’s paper.

E. J. SEYMOUR.

Before Dr. Seymour proceeds to notice in detail Dr.
Ohambers’s statement, he feels compelled, injustice to himself,
and to the honourable profession to which they both belong, to
call attention to the mode in which Dr. Chambers conducted
the investigation, in order to fix on an intimate friend of
twenty years’ standing, and a colleague of fifteen years, the
basest of moral crimes.
He summoned Sir Benjamin Brodie and Drs. Nairne and

Fitton to his aid; he made to them his ex parte statement,
and proceeded to consult with them as to the means of bring-
ing home the charge. It did happen, and it was known to one
of those gentlemen, Dr. Nairne, that Dr. Seymour was at that
time under the severest family affliction, and yet, while en-
deavouring to rally his spirits under this dispensation, lie was
thus in secret assailed by persons with whom he was in the
daily habits of friendly and confidential intercourse. Not one
of them, however, bethought himself that they were bound, in
common justice to a suspected man,-to say nothing of ordinary
fairness and good feeling towards an old friend,&mdash;at once
frankly to communicate their suspicions to him, if they
honestly entertained them, and thus to give him an imme-
diate opportunity of explaining any ambiguous circumstance,
Or demonstrating the futility of the grounds and the falsehood
of the statements upon which the, suspicion rested. But no,
it -seems to have formed no part of their system, or rather, to
have been carefully excluded from it, that a gentleman
against whom they were about to entertain, and to a certain
extent to circulate, a charge fatal to his honour and character,
if it should gain currency, should at least be afforded the
earliest opportunity-not denied to the meanest criminal-of
vindicating that character, hitherto unimpeached, from the
imputation of so vile an offence. They took a different course;
and their first act, as it would appear, was to seek the means
of convicting Dr. Seymour from so fallacious a source, and
one which has led to such serious mistakes as to be disallowed
in our courts of ustice as inadmissible evidence. They
placed a private letter of Dr. Seymour’s, together with one or
two of the anonymous letters, before certain " experts," by
whom they were taught to perceive a pretended similarity in
some of the letters.
Had they adopted the plain and straightforward mode of

submitting these anonymous compositions to any of the
hundred pupils of Dr. Seymour, who have seen him write,
daily and monthly, at St. George’s Hospital, or to any one
among the multitude of his acquaintances to whom his hand-
writing is familiar, not one would have failed to give them
more trustworthy information as to its alleged identity with
the vulgar left-handed scrawls in question.
Next, application was made to a lady, a private patient of

Dr. Seymour, to see if they could fix any similarity between
passages in the letters and expressions used by Dr. Seymour
3n confidential communications (whether by letter or conver-
sation) with that lady, in all the freedom of trusted and trust-
ing friendship. From the same lady a private letter was ob-
tained, written in answer to one from herself to Dr. Seymour,
and containing, together with directions for her health, an
allusion to a report which had just reached Dr. Seymour, of
the expected marriage of Dr. Chambers, who was well known
to the lady in question. When Dr. Locock was sent for, and
shown some portion of the proofs, he was, in the first instance,
made to bind himself by a solemn promise that he would not
inform Dr. Seymour, though, both by speech and writing, he
spurned the base accusation, and denied, from first to last, the

possibility that his friend-whose whole character was well
known to him to be opposed to everything dishonourable-or
clandestine, and whose whole life, as he said, gave the lie to
such an imputation-could be guilty of anything so infamous as
the charge in question.

It was not till the 30th of March last, ten months after all
this secret espionage, that-in consequence of some observa-
tions upon the strangeness of Dr. Chambers’s manner towards
him, made by Dr. Seymour to Dr. Nairne, whom he had, for
many years, been in the habit of looking upon as his most
confidential and bosom friend, from whom he had no secrets,
and anticipated nothing but the most guileless friendship-
the existence of this horrible accusation, and the proceed-
ings of the cabal, of which, to his surprise and dismay, he found
that this fancied friend formed a part, were at length revealed
to him.
But though the secret had been so studiously kept from Dr.

Seymour, the person most deeply interested in knowing it,
the same reserve was far from being maintained towards
others. Dr. Seymour has since ascertained that the charge
had been communicated to several members of the profession.
It was told to Drs. Holland, Bright, and Watson, who treated
it with contempt, as a tale of which the truth was impossible.
It was known also to Dr. Tweedie and to Mr. Moore, late of
Arlington-street, to Messrs. Malton and Chilver, who heard it
in an unprofessional house. The gentleman at the head of
Messrs. Savory’s house, in Bond-street, knew it, and Mr.
Teevan had heard it ten months before, among the pupils of
St. George’s Hospital. It had been mentioned to several gen-
tlemen of the bar, and, in fact, was extensively known.

Dr. Seymour proceeds to notice the statements contained
in Dr. Chamber’s circular seriatim. 1. He asserts it was " well
known that Dr. Seymour had been in the habit of using ex-
pressions regarding Dr. Chambers which were anything but
respectful." Whence he derived such information, or whether
it was the result of his own morbid feelings, Dr. Seymour will
not stoop to inquire. He utterly denies it; it is a most ground--
less assertion. There are fortunately persons, both professional
and otherwise, who can testify, that when Dr. Chambers’s ill-
health was mentioned, Dr. Seymour always spoke of him with
great regard, and differed from many as to the propriety of &pound;
his leaving practice, saying that he could ill be spared, as a-
scholar and a gentleman, from the place he occupied in the
profession, and that it would be well for all, for him and for-his
friends, if he only restricted his practice to certain hours, so
as to obtain rest, and recruit his strength. This was the
tenour of Dr. Seymour’s conversation, in reference to Dr.
Chambers, at the time referred to; and as witnesses can be,
produced, if necessary. Dr. Seymour leaves without further
comment the unfriendly words Dr. Chambers has listened to,
and the unfriendly gossip he seems to have encouraged. He
cannot, however, refrain from respectfully asking, whether
- even supposing for a moment that he had so far forgotten
himself as to use unfriendly expressions about Dr. Chambers
-such conduct, reprehensible, no doubt, if it had occurred, can
by any reasonable mind be tortured into a pretext for charging.
him with the infamous offence of anonymous letter-writing ?

Dr. Seymour declares his utter and entire ignorance of any
private letter of his containing expressions disrespectful to Dr.
Chambers, or any observations in reference to him which any.
gentleman has a right to find fault with, or any gentleman
would feel reluctant to avow. As to the letters professed to
be written and signed by him, he has not the smallest recol-
lection of their contents; they have never been shown- to him
nor acknowledged by him. He can therefore only add to
what he has just stated, that his letters to the person alluded
to by Dr. Chambers were written in answer to inquiries.prin-
cipally of a medical character; and that, though probably inter--
spersed with the current anecdotes of the day, they certainly
were written with no intention of giving pain in any quarter,
still less with the notion that any chance ebullition of harm-
less pleasantry (if such they contain) could ever be construed,
even by the most heated fancy, to be "of an extraordinary,
character as coming from a gentleman belonging to an
honourable profession."
With regard to the letters more particularly pointed at,

Dr. Seymour has reason to believe, from a reference to the
answers to them, which he has fortunately preserved, that he
had mentioned, in the first of them, the existence of a report
of Dr. Chambers’s expected marriage, which he has the -means
of proving to have been rife in London at that particular
moment, and represented to him as having proceeded from
Dr. Chambers’s own relations: and that the second, which was
written in answer to an inquiry from his correspondent, as to
the name of the lady to whom the rumour pointed, contained
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that name, which was that of a person wholly unknown to Dr.
Seymour, and which, as appeared from Dr. Chambers’s own
statement, was not the same as that which is to be found in
the anonymous letters.

Without remarking on this somewhat remarkable discre-
pancy, Dr. Seymour would venture to ask what possible evil
was to be expected from such a report of a mere rumour made
to a common friend, then at a distance, and interested in

everything concerning Dr. Chambers ? Let every man who
reads this lay his hand on his heart, and say whether such
words, written in the confidence of private life, can or ought
to be dragged forward as corroborative of a crime? Now
comes the only remaining circumstance upon which Dr.
Chambers seeks to rest his justification of the course which he
has pursued in this matter. Dr. Chambers states, that " it
was also ascertained that about the time when the anonymous
letters were received, the scandalous tales respecting the late
Mrs. Chambers, contained in one of them, had been told by
Dr. Seymour to a gentleman."
Dr. Seymour is of course ignorant who is the false witness

here referred to, but be he who he may, Dr. Seymour chal-
lenges him to come forward and avouch his falsehood.
In the meantime Dr. Seymour can only solemnly assert, that

so far from having ever even hinted at anything derogatory to
Mrs. Chambers’s character or deportment, he has never spoken
of her, on the rare occasions on which her name has been
the subject of conversation in his presence, except as a lady
of elegant manners, and of most amiable and exemplary cha-
racter ; and as to the "scandalous tale" which he is accused
of communicating to " the gentleman" alluded to, he can
deliberately declare, that, in common, as it appears, with Dr.
Chambers’s other friends, he had never heard of it until after
the anonymous letters were produced, on the 3rd of April last;
and that if it had at any time been told to him, lie should have
treated it with the contemptuous and indignant disbelief
which it so highly merited. In point of fact, so far as his
memory serves him, he was, till then, profoundly ignorant of
Mrs. Chambers ever having been at Broadstairs; and the date
mentioned (1824) was prior to the period at which Dr. Seymour
had the honour of forming one of her acquaintance.

Dr. Seymour has now noticed every one of the grounds on
which Dr. Chambers seeks to justify his original suspicions,
and his declining to express his regret for the pain which he
had inflicted by an accusation admitted by,himself to be un- 

’’

true, and which expression of regret he further admits " to be
no more than is due, under ordinary circumstances, from one
gentleman to another."
There remains Dr. Chambers’s statement of the circum-

stances which have attended and followed the tardy revela-
tion of this charge to the party accused. It is attempted to
represent this long concealment of the matter from Dr. Seymour
to have been partly prompted by a deference to the wishes
of Dr. Seymour’s friend, Dr. Locock. Upon this point Dr.
Seymour has Dr. Locock’s authority for stating that " the
only part of his letter to Sir B. Brodie which could in any
way be construed into his being one of the parties who ad-
vised that Dr. Seymour should not be told of the matter" was a
passage in which he says, 

" I then proceeded to implore him
not to take any hasty steps in making such an accusation, for
that I knew you so well, and how sensitive your feelings were,
that I was sure such an accusation would destroy you."

This is very different from counselling a permanent conceal-
ment of the story from Dr. Seymour, while it was sown,
as it were, broad-cast among his friends and colleagues.

Dr. Chambers’s statement of the circumstances which took
place at the meeting on the 3rd of April is not perfectly
accurate. It is true that Mr. Sergeant Wrangham did decline,
on the part of Dr. Seymour, to avail himself of Sir B. Brodie’s
offer to communicate 11 the corroborative circumstances" upon
which the suspicions of Dr. Seymour were alleged to have
rested. But it is equally true, although the fact is not stated
by Dr. Chambers, that the offer was not made, and, conse-
quently, not declined, till after Sir B. Brodie and Dr. Nairne
had most explicitly declared their entire faith in Dr. Sey-
mour’s assurance, that he was in no respect, either directly
or indirectly, concerned in, or cognizant of, the anonymous
letters, and till, therefore, it appeared to Mr. Wrangham to
be worse than absurd, absolutely mischievous, to go into a
necessarily irritating detail of circumstances, under which an
injurious suspicion had been, for a time, entertained, which
was now, on all hands, admitted to have been untrue.

It ought, moreover, to be added, that when the letters
themselves were at the outset of the interview produced for the
inspection of Dr.-Seymour and Mr.Wrangham, a mass of vulgar,
-illiterate, disgusting ribaldry presented itself, mainly con-

sisting--so far-as the rapid glance at them, which the shortness
of time permitted, would enable any one to judge-of stupid
love-letters, slip-slop verses, and so. forth, of a description so
utterly impossible to have been penned by any gentleman of
even ordinary education or intelligence, that. Mr. Wrangham
exclaimed, " These can never have been written by a man;
they must have proceeded from some silly vulgar woman;"
on which, Dr. Nairne observed, turning to Sir B. Brodie,
" I was always of opinion that they were a woman’s writing?’

Dr. Chambers seems to lay great stress upon the continued
refusal, on the part of Dr. Seymour and his friends, to receive
an explanation of these alleged corroborative circumstances,
or to submit them to a private tribunal.
The grounds upon which this refusal was rested will appear,

of course, more fully in the correspondence between Sir B.
Brodie and Mr. Sergeant Wrangham, upon the subject, which
accompanies this paper.* It may be sufficient to say here,
that while all private investigations and irregular tribunals
were scouted as inconsistent with Dr.- Seymour’s position. a-ad
character,-in which view Dr. Seymour was supported by the
unanimous and unhesitating opinion of a large body of noble-
men and gentlemen of the highest social distinction for cha-
racter and judgment, no less than for their rank,-yet pub-
licity was throughout invited on Dr. Seymour’s part, as the
only means by which justice could really and satisfactorily be
done between him and his accusers. By this test, so far as
he is concerned, he will cheerfully abide.

THE FORTHCOMING ELECTION OF MEMBERS OF
COUNCIL OF THE ROYAL COLLEGE OF SUR-
GEONS.

To the Fellows of the Royal College of Surgeons.
GENTLEMEN,&mdash;The time -is now rapidly approaching when

you will be again summoned to the performance of your
function of electing from among the fellows, two members of &pound;
the Council of the College of Surgeons. This is the only pri- .
vilege which you enjoy; and- when it is considered that the
Government granted this privilege to a responsible body se-
lected from the members of the College, it was especially
intended that the fellows should elect into the body of the
Council the most accomplished surgeons in the list,of candi-
dates. It was intended to give dignity to the College, and- to,
confer an honour upon the gentlemen so elected, and thus to
proclaim to the profession and to the public, that the College
Council consists of men eminent for their great talent, and
held in distinguished reputation by those who are well qua-
lified to judge of their merits. -The observations which I am
anxious to make are chiefly to awaken the attention of the.
country fellows to the duties which devolve upon them. The
London fellows have the advantage of knowing each other;.
they are often meeting at the different Medical Societies; or
in -the daily routine of practice; they can form a tolerably
correct estimate of the pretensions and merits of the candi-
dates, and, in consequence, are more likely to perform, with
ease and correctness, the duties assigned to them in this elec-
tion than the country fellows can possibly do. These latter,
dispersed over all England, rarely communicating with their
associates in London, are obviously much less likely to know
the qualities and fitness of the respective candidates. They
must, in a great measure, depend upon the opinions of the
London fellows. In the last- election it was notorious that t;
least one gentleman’ who was elected to be a member of the
Council was entirely indebted to’ the fact that the country
fellows were utterly ignorant of his merits, for even the
London men were unacquainted with them; and he owed his
election, not to his deserts, but to their ignorance of his.
claims. The method of submitting the names of candidates
is extremely objectionable, and ought to be superseded. The
plan has been to propose gentlemen in the order of seniority,
as their names stand in the College list, from the date of their
membership, and if they reside in London, and do not practise
midwifery and pharmacy. The name of Mr. A-, for i ih-
stance, is proposed by some friend, and seconded by another;
no speeches are allowed, no objections are permitted; the
merits and demerits must have been previously scanned; none
are allowed at the election; and the fellows proceed, in a cold,
formal, uninteresting manner, to the ballot-bax. If A is elected,
then B is proposed in like manner; if B is rejected, then-,C
is proposed, and so on in succession. Now it is not intended
that the candidates should succeed to the dignity of the Coun-

* These letters have not been received; they will probably appear in o
next.


